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JOHN TRG LY — IMMERSED | IN WATER 15 
Bur Panhiobnorobe YE SALE BE . 


| | IN THE HOLY SPIRIT -+= Jeſus Crit. 1 5 


N And ſold by 1 . No. 187, Hah Holborn; 3 


. JoxxSoN, No. 72, St. Paul's Church=Yard z z 5 
77 8 D nis, No. 2, Bridge- Street, ern e 
7 T. ScorLicxk, City- Road, Moorfields; & 
ag 1 W. Asu, No. 15, Lirtle- Tower - Street; 95 5 "© 


And I. Garxen, Wych - Street. 


> er 5 p X 9 


M. ec. TATAAVInn. 


FF is readily granted, that ſo much has been 
. written reſpecting the mode of Baptiſm, on both 
Ass ef the queſtion,'as; apparently, to exhauſt 
the ſubjet, and leave but little room to expect 
that any new light ſhauld be thrown upon it: 
But tbe preſent deſign is, to bring the con- 
 woverſy into a narrower compaſs, by fixing 
the meaning of the word in a more determinate. 
aud uniform manner, than the author has euer 
en attempted by any other writer on the ſub» 
vet. It is hoped, that this will be admitted 
ſuffice g fr the projnt füt. 


cation. %% ͤ— | 
FE 
n be the farſt object in all controverſy. Withe 
out which, it is mere beating the air, and cannot 


. 5 - Wer. any valuable purpoſe whatever, 


words without any clear and ſteady mean · 
ing; what does he, but lead himſelf and | 
others into errors? Andl he chat deſign- 
edly does it, ought to be looked on as an 
enemy to truth and knowledge. . 


I is with A view #0 fix the preciſe idea 


of theiterm Baptiſm, that the following Re- 


mars on the Rev. Mr. Elliot's late publirca- 
tom, entitled Dipping not Baptizing,” 
are ſubmitted to the Public. The Remarks 
are confined to that part of he fubjer? whic 
Er calls the * Mode of Baptiſm: with re- 1 


+ eit to which, the nature ef bis renſoning is 


examined, and the e e ads. of 77 i ar- 
. 5 out. 8 


WF” to ke other: parts f the FO 5 | 
the ſubjetts of Baptiſm, and the importance . 
it, in order to fellowſhip at the Lord's table : 
in the firſt of theſe, wwe are agreed. Ne 
Von Or THEO: "5g apt the proper 
bes + . Jubjetrs 


nde Ms 5. 111. c. xi. & 3. 


1 fie of duplo. 1s 15 lle ap 
5 Nit, in-oraer ro Church<fellowſhip, it it ſt 
% M. BooTn; wbb is more inmettunely | 
talled. upin to. attend 1b that Branch of ur 
won, ee eee xr be | 


e of tis dim es, and au "Weg 
Io imitating, that meekneſs und eandour, with 
which, in general, Mr. Ellict rats the fubs 
Ject; and confiders ad motives, which appear 
150 have been the leading ones in that publica 
tion, as generous and noble; vis. a deſire 
ro remove 0 ee, ey 1 


* o 


2 ho > rat fe be. _ a 15 pri 
fellowſhip of Cbriſtians, have been the ſource: 
of firife,: animoſity, and diu on, in the churah 
of Chriſt. All ſuch boundaries ought | tobe 
removed; and love and unity promoted. Bat 
Baptiſm. does not appear in this light: it is a 
A . e 7 00-4 not -the een, A 


„ 


| al e bo nk ſirens : 


<5 vi 0 
N as Mr. Elliot ſeems to net; 1 
| which we may either prafliſe or lay aſide, 
| without criminality. No I Fas the ſanction 
of. Divine Authority; it is. Divine Law: 
| which every one who profeſſes ſubjection b_ 
God, i is under obligation to obſerve ; and every 
attempt to ſet afide fuch an inſtitution, is a 
 dircft attack upon the authority of the Law- © 
giver. That Baptiſm is Divine Law, muſe 
be admitted, if the - New Teſtament be true; 
For it is the direft and explicit command of 
Jeſus Chriſt. This, Mr. Elliot does not deny: 
but ſays ; — It is not clear to him, how 
long it was to continue in the Chriſtian church. 
If it is the command of Chriſt ; a law, which 
bas never been repealed ; which the Inflitutor | 
| has not intimated a deſign to repeal, or limited 
the obſervance of it to any particular period of 
time: if there is no intimation of this in the 
New Teſtament : what man has a right to 
fu goeft the idea? Are divine infli tutions to be 
ener dated, and our obligations to attend to them. 
| weakened, & ns mere re ſuggs eftions that they are 
. of 


e 


n 


of 10 importance, or were not meant to con- 


tinue in the Church ? If fo, there. would | be 
an end. of all obedience. Our Lord's com- 


mand to baptize, and to preach the goſpel, are 
enforced by the fame authority :--- All power 
(fays be) is given unto me, in heaven and 
in earth: Go ye, therefore, and teach all 


nations, baptizing them. The command 
for the one is as unlimited, in point of duration, 
as for the other. They fland upon the ſame 


| ground; and the. argument that will ſet aſide 
tze one, will equally affect the other. But 


that neither of them were defigned to be ſet 
afide, in any period of the Chriſtian church ; 
is fu efficiently clear, from the encouraging pro- 
miſe of our Lord, atinexed to the commiſſion -= . . 


Lo, 1 am with you alway, even to the 
end of the world. . 


235 citations ag Dr. GiLL, Fay otter. 


Baptif writers, with Mr. Elliot's remarks 


in them, tuere thought of no great importance 
in the controverſy ; and are therefore here 
Paſſed eder: the writer being neither con- 


cerned 
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viii ) 
| ver ned to. wanclicate the ane, nor anſwer the. 
tber; but only, to ſet the ordinance of Baptiſm. 
©, #: a feriptural light, by ſewing, that 
Ar. Elliot has miſunderſtuod the nature of that 
ordinance, and the paſſages of Scripture which, 
nelate to it: in which, ſhould be ſucceed, he, 
will obtain the utmoſt of his wiſhes. 
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| OD, who is infinitely wiſe and good, cannot 


enjoin any thing upon his creatures, but 
what is worthy of himſelf, every way ſuited to 
their circumſtances, and calculated to promote 


their greateſt good. The obſervance, therefore, 


of every divine appointment, is the higheſt glory 


and felicity of rational beings : it was'the meat and 
drink of the Son of God, who was before all things, 


and by whom all things conſiſt, to do the will of 


him that ſent him; in which we are commanded to 


de imitators of him. Now, one of thoſe precepts f 


which God has connedted with faith in Chriſt, in 


the Goſpel of Salvation, is that of Believer's Bap- 


tiſm ; which they are called to the obſervance of, 
with this folemn affurance ... d Oo 
e Ann enen 


1 f is, 05 of great importance, chat Chrif: 
tians yield obedience to this, as well as the other 


precepts of Jeſus Chriſt ; but how ſhall they attend 


to it nuleſ the language i in which ts Sxpraſſed, 


B N be 


15 2 3 | 


1 fo TRY as to leave no 3 doubt, what 


| the nature of the duty i is; for, if the language be 


unintelligible, ambigious, and” Uncertain - if to 
baptize, may mean either to ſprinkle, orto waſh, or 
to pour, or to dip, &c. how ſhall we know with cer- 
_ taimy which of thoſe different actions the Infiitutor | 
intended by it ? But this is not the caſe: this duty 
is not expreſſed by a variety of words adapted to 


convey the above ideas, but by one word only, and 


rhat uniformly; wherever it is ſpoken of, or al- 
luded to: And I conceive, the ſame idea is intended 


to be conveyed by it, wherever i it occurs. I ſhall, 


therefore, attempt to prove, that Baptiſm is not 


many things, but only one; that it is neither to 
Prin fle, nor to porr, nor to /, but to immerſ? 


and that the idea of immerſion, is that which «i 
Inſpired writers meant to convey, 5 er they 
make uſe of it. bs | 


5 8 : + 


The . Bo renn; is not an Euglic, Se 


| Greek word Angliciſed: and the manifeſt reaſon 


of its being retained in our tranſlation, is, the im- 


poſſibility of rendering it uniformly, by any one 


Engliſh word, except that of immerſion, without 
very apparent abſurdity and contradiction, in ſome 
of the places where it occurs: and I do apprehend, 


chat if Mr. Elliot had fixed upon any one word; 


either /prin#le, pour, wo/h, or dip, (each of which, 


© 


| 4 ſays, Baptizo means); ; as the uniform rendeving | 
of.it, he would, in ſome places, have found inſur- 
mountable difficulties, Now, whence can ſuch 
difficulties ariſe, but from miſtaking the import of 
the word: for if it conveys a determinate idea, that 
will be the true one, wherever it occurs; and that 
word which is beſt calculated to expreſs that idea, 
will always be the proper rendering of it; and not 
2 variety of words, expreſſive of ideas ſo diverſe, 
and oppoſed to each other, as ferinkling, pouring, 
waſhing, and dipping, are. If, then, any one 
word will convey the complete idea of the inſpired 
writers, that ought always to be uſed; and ſuch as 
convey different and repugnant ones, ſhould be 
entirely rejected. But if the word Baptizo, is ſo 
complex, as to admit all the ideas before - named; 
it then follows, that no one of theſe words can be 
the true rendering of it; and nv perſon can pro- 
perly attend to the duty, without having all theſe 
different actions performed upon him: but this, 1 
believe, will not be contended ; and yet this muſt - 
be the caſe, if, as Mr. Elliot will have it, the word 
| Baptizg means all theſe things. _ | 


I now probes to ſhew, that 1 and that 
only, is the idea which the inſpired writers meant 
to convey, by the word Baptixo. This will appear 
to be its meaning, I conceiye, from our Lord's 
is J words, ö 


ta) 


_ words, (Adds i. f.) John taly een 


Gut ye Hall be baptized with the Holy Spirit - which: 
paſſage, I ſhall 'endeavour to Prove, ought to Haꝙ,ẽ 
been rendered, John r. imme ſect in waer, but 


ye hall be immerſed i in the Thy Spirit,” . net only 
| becauſe the beſt Lexicographers admit iMinreriom 


4 4 


to be the leading idea of the word Bapliao; but 
alſo, becauſe any other rendering of the word 
would be aukward and unnatural, or, otherwiſe; 


deſtroy the analogy between the e men- 


ae in tis faite. FTE Ge, e 


But Mr. Elliot he's #« cc . Baptize, in a ws New. 8 25 


„ 'Teſtament, as I conceive, ſignifies 0 walk, or 
« purify, by ſprinkling or pouring: So, Lehink, i 5 
means, Acts i. 3. Joſi truly baptized with water, 


but ye hall be baptized with the Holy Spiit. The: 


cc word baptize, hath undoubtedly the f ume m 


44 ; * ing in both * of chis verſe. 4 3 = 


How does it: appear that che word e 8 


means waſhing, or purifying ? T am ſatisfied, there 


Spirit; nor do L rem 


is not any y thing in all this Hiſtory, that will warrant 
us to ſay, that the Nh les were either wa/led or 

being baptized: with the Holy 
mber that Baptiſn is ever 


faid to : @ ls, or ehr. Mr. Elliot's 


nis. not bee, p· * 


C 

mere conception, in this caſe, without ſomething to 
ſupport it, is of no conſequence whatever. But he 
thinks it means to waſh or purify, by prin bling, 
| er pouring. If it does not ty to wb purify, 
at all, it is impoſſible it ſhould fignify the doing 
either of them, by any mode whatſbever. As to- 
ſprinkling, Mr. Elliot does not inſiſt upon it, or ſo 

much as attempt, to prove, (though he has joined 
it with pouring, that it is, at all, the meaning of 
the word Baptizo, in this place: and were we to 
tranſlate the paſſage, John truly ſprinkled with v. 

ter, but ” Mall be ſprinkled with the Holy Spirit, _ 
would not what is  faid | in the hiſtory, of the cor- 
reſponding event - - - - Suddenly there came a fond 
from Haven, as of « a ruſhing, mighty wind; and it: 
FILLED all the place where they cuere ſitting, and 
they were all filled with the Holy Spirit * --would not 
this, I fay, convince any one of the i impropriety of 
ſuch a tranſlation | The pouring out of the Holy: 
Spirit, is here repreſented by a RUSHING, MIGHTY 
W1nD; coming from Heaven! Now, what ana- 
logy is there between this repreſentation, and 
fprinkliog a, perſon. with water? Or, whas idea. 
Have we e of being ſprinkled with a wind? . as 
NN ws The ſame obſervations might be made, 
were we, in this paſſage, to read woſh, inſtead 
of e 1 09 with ts is that the. 


* 9 ii. 23 « 
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REN has the ſame meaning in both parts of the 
| verſe; but, it is very evident, from theſe obſerva- 


tions, and the circumſtances of the paſſage, that its 


import is neither 20a/ting nor ſprintling : But Mr., 


Elliot himſelf, gives up the idea of /riniling, in 


_this paſſage; for he ſays®, It is certain, that 


« believers were baptized with the Spirit, by its 


64 being toured upon them; and as John's manner +: 
of baptizing, is expreſſed by the ſame word, it 


e ſeems to me neceſſarily to ae, that the made 
us the fame in both.“ e 8 7 


"if by this, Mr. Elliot means, (as he muſt, if 


it applies zt all to his argument) that the word 
Baltixo expreſſes the ad of pouring, and that pour- 
ing is baptiſin ; ; what he has here ſaid, amounts to 


no more than this---that the Spirit auas poured upox 
them, by being poured upon them; and that the mode 
#1 pouring, in both caſes, i is pouring r. | 
That 


* Page 84. 


+ This concluſion, which is ſo 1 174 upon, bs 


exceedingly obſcure and unintelligible. If, by the ſame 
word, he means pouring, there is no truth in the propoſi- 


tion ; for the manner of John's baptiſm, is never expreſſed 


by that word : If the word Baptiſm is referred to, that 


expreſſes the act itſelf ; but does not aſcertain the mode or 
manner of performing that act. Is it not evident, that if 


Baptiſm has a mode belonging to ic, that . cannot be 
expreſſed by the word itſelf ? 1 5 


t We contend, that baptifem is itfelf immerſion nd» 


not 


1 


That the Holy Spirit was poured out obdth ee 
1 is certain; for the Scripture expreſly de- 
clares it: and that they were baptized with the 
Holy Spirit, is alſo certain, for the ſame reaſon.—1 
But how is Mr. Elliot certain, that they are the 
fame thing? or, that the act of pouring out, is 
what our Lord referred to in the word baptize? | 
The inſpired writers have not, in any part of the 
| hiſtory, informed us, that is the fact; nor has Mr. 
Elliot offered the leaſt proof of it whatever: TO 
aſſert it, therefore, is a mere begging of the queſ- 
tion. I ſhall attempt to prove, they are not the 
fame thing: if I ſucceed, the contrary of Mr. El- 
liot's inference will neceſſarily follow; 7. e. that 
John's baptiſm was not pouring water upon, but 
WY the ſubject i in water. 5 


1 ) Baptiſm mich the Holy 8 cannot mean 
the act of pouring out of the Holy Spirit; becauſe | 
the word pour cannot poſſibly be ſubſtituted in the 

place of baptize, in this paſſage. Mr. Elliot 
(p- 49.) affirms it may; but let us try the experi- 
ment: Ware AE poared with water; but ye 
I. Halli 


not > immerſion is the Ka of baptiſm :---But, what- | 
ever baptiſm be, whether print i ing, pouring) or immerſion ; 
to talk of the mode of it, is exceedingly improper, and 


abſurd ; and is what has int reduced much N into 
the controverſy. 


e 


all ze poured with the Holy Spirit.” This 
 - poſſibly be a proper ſubſtitute for the word ba- 
| tized; becauſe ſuch a rendering is evidently ab- 
ſurd; the word baptize referring not to the Holy 
Spirit, but to the perſons of the. diſciples. The 
ſame abſurdity will appear, by making the experi- 
ment on other paſſages; as, „Peter preached, 
e ſaying--Repent, and be baptized; and“ John | 
e was baptizing in Enon, near Salim.” Now, to 
ſubſtitute powr in the place of 4aptize, in theſe 
texts; would be to repreſent Peter as exhorting 
the people to be poured out; and John as pouring, 
not Enon, or the waters of it, upon the people; 
but the people into Enon: And again, % zvere 
Sattixed (poured) of John, in Jordan ; confæſſing 
their fins. But this cannot be admitted; and the 
Impoſfibility of ſubſtituting pour in the place of 
Saptixe, is, to me, an invincible argument, that the 
pouring out of the Spirit, and the being a pm 
We it, are not. the ſame thing. 


2) We 3 of» two FN ee which at- 
tended the gift of the Holy Spirit, on the day of 
Pentecoſt : one of which reſpects the Holy Spirit 
itſelf; namely, its being poured out, according to 
the promiſe of the Father: the other reſpects the 
Apoſtles; i. e. it filled all the houſe where they | 


* 
* 
1 


Tek 

Were fitting, and they were all filled ꝛvith tie Holy 
Suirit.-New, when our Lord ſaid---2e /rall be 
baptized with the Holy Spirit---he certainly ineant 
one of theſe: But we have already proved, that 
he could not mean the fir, -7. e. the pouring out 
of the Spirit; it cherefore neceſſarily fo lows, that 
the other muſt he intended; namely, its filling 
the houſe where the diſciples were ſitting, and 
their being filled with it : And this agrees with 
the nature of the expreſſion ; ; which the other does 
not- V. Mall be (not poured upon, but) S 2h eeeiů, 
(immerſed) in the Holy Spirit. It Glled all the 
houſe; ſo that, being immerſed ; in, they were al ſo 
filled with the Holy Spirit, and began 7 eat with 
tongues. Their being overwhelmed with tae Holy 
_ Spirit, was a proper immerſion ; and is an eaſy, 
natural comment on our Lord's words--/ e all b: 
immerſed i the Holy Spirit. And. what reaſon can 
be given, for the particular manner in which the 
hiſtorian relates this circumſtance; 5 but the rela- 
tion it bears to thoſe words? 


Mr. Elliot adds, wy 49. „aer Ts render , 
1 (when applied to the baptiſm of the Spirit) 1 
i the Holy Spirit, ſeems to me aukyart, indeed, 
© and very imþroper ; ; as, I think, muſt be mani- 
« . to _ unprezudiced reader : ty likewiſe, 


1 20” 3 
des in the Gale of baptiſm. not TEES cant. uks * 
„think, he as rendered <v/th, or by.” 


M hether I may be conſidered : as an unpr <ju- 
diced reader, I will not pretend to ſay; we are 
not always aw are. of our prejudices : : But to me, 
the rendering the word " IN, when applied to the 
baptiſm of the Holy Spirit; is ſo far from ap- 
pearing autward, or improper, that I am fully ſa- 
t sfied it ought to be ſo rendered, and cannot, with 
propricty, be rendered otherwiſe : It is the firſt 
and leading ſenſe of the word; the inttances of i its 
being ſo rendered i in the New Teſtament, are innu-, 
merable; wherever we Tread i in our tranſlation, IN 
1% Holy Glaſt , the Greek words are exactly the 
ſame as thoſe uſed by our Lord, Acts, i. 5. And 
what reaſon can be all gned, why it ſhould not 
have been ſo rendered in that place? To Mr. 
| Elliot it ſeems aztward, But what aukwardneſs 
is there in tranſlating the words e. tall be im- 
merſed in the Holy Spirit # I am not aware of any: 
to me it appears natural and eaſy: and, in the 
caſe of water-baptiſm, though it may be ble to 
render : with, or by; yet there is certainly no ne- 
ceſſity for it; baptized, or immerſed in water, is 
| I) e and e and if, as we have | 

| | | already 


| * xy „ 33 See, Wen i ix. 1. XIV. Elias 
1 Theft 1. 3 — ſude, woe | 


Ib 

„„ 

A 

5 LE 
_ 


— SQ. 
already proved, Immerſion is the idea which the 
Greek word was deſigned to convey, it puts it be- 
| yond all doubt, that the prepoſitions av and 4g, in 
he caſe of baptiſm, ought never to be rendered 
n er by, e always in or iat. 1 "4 


It is true, as he obſerves, p 50, (Gif to baptize 
means to ſprinkle) © there is no more impropriety 
« in ſaying that John ſprinkled them wirf, or by, 
40 the waters of Jordan, than in ſaying He dipped 
them in, or into, the waters of Jordan,” But 
that the word Baptize, means to ſprinkle, in the | 
New Teſtament, has never been proved --- and, I 
am perſuaded, never will : --- Befides, Mr. Elliot 
cannot contend for that ſenſe of the word, when 
ſpeaking either of being baptized with the Spirit, 
or of John's baptiſin; for he ſays, © It is certain 
the former was by pouring; and that it ſeems to 
_ © him neceſſarily to follow, that the mode was the 
* ſame in both. Let us, then, lay ſprinkling out 
of the queſtion, and ſuppoſe pouring to be Baht ſn, 
as, Mr. Elliot ſays, it certainly is, in both theſe 
caſes; and then aik, Is there no impropricty Is 
there no aubwardzr fs, in rendering the prepoſit: ons 
0 or by, when applied to bapriſm > The impro- 
priety and aukwardneſs of ſuch a rendering, in this 
caſe, is ſo obvious, that Mr. Elliot himſelf muſt be 
Teng of it: Iam POIs: that he will not pre- 
? 0 2 32 | | tend 
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bend to ſay, that it would be micubas' aig wad; 
were the words rendered- - John truly poured 
iti or by water; but ye ſhall be poured with 
© or by the Holy Spirit ! John was fouring with or 
Wi Jordan. Mr. Elliot ſhould Be more uni- 
form; and not at one time aſſert, that baptiſm 
muſt be pouring; at another, that it is ſpriniling ; ; 
at another, that it is to dip, m order to wan: 


thus, Fen every emergency, changing: the ground. | 


Mr. Elliot ſays . —— Though the beſt 1 | 
© oraphers allow this (i. e. to dip) to be the leading 
* © ſenſe of the word (baptizo); yet they maintain, | 
eat the ſame time, that it ſignifies alſo, to waſh : 
the point, therefore, in diſpute, entirely hinges 
© on ibis In what ſenſe the Scripture uſes this word ;* 
« whether to dip a perſon in and under W's e 
: to waſh him with water?“ 


T find the Lexicographers, in 3 agree in 


this: that the proper import of the word Baptizo, 


is to immerſe; as may be ſeen by the following. 
citations : Baptizo, mergo, ſeu immergo ; ur 
« quz tingendi, aut abluendi gratia aque immergi- 
mus, Plut.--+* Item, mergo ſubmergo, obruo 

aqua, item-abluo, lavo; Marc. 7, & Luc. 17. 
Srapula-- ; 9 mergo, merge, aqua obruo, 

ETatcrici. - 
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Helerici .: Bapti zo, immergo,* Paſorsi--- Leigſi, 


on whoſe authority Mr. Elliot ſo much relies, on 
the word baptizo, ſays---* The native and proper 
ſignification of it is, to dip into water, or to 
© plunge under water,“ John, iii. 22, &C.----* Pro- 
« prie ſignificat, immergo, e obruo * 
Zanchius „ 


From theſe des we 5 that the direds 


and proper import of the word 6a; 1120, is, tc 
immerſe. To theſe authorities, we may add the 


teſtimony of Forte: who ſays . — Ain, 


from Sapto, to dip.” e 
C23; To dip, immerſe, or plunge i in water.” 


It is b that Mr. Elliot, in citing Park- 
hurſt, omits the word immerſe, though it comes in 
between the other two ; and which, I think, muſt 

appear to every attentive reader, to be that which 
Parkhurſt himſelf lays the greateſt ſtreſs upon, as 
he proper rendering of the __ He owes on : 


. 2) Beeaufe waſhing, or 4 was fre- 


* quently performed by immerſion; hence the paſ- 


© ſive, or mid. Sarrifouas, Nc. Mark vii. 4. The 
* LXX. uſe Harig, mid. og "RO one's 


« ſelf by ee 


*Critica Sacra, in verb. | + See, Gr. et Eng. Lex. 
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«4 Dd) T 0 3 printing. * the 5 
« Nes were by Moſes, i in the ea, and in the | 
« \ ſins Occ. 1 Cor. x. 2. 


50 In a Wade ſenſe---to hpi with 
« (the be Hol Ghott. 5 


*6 ) OBA OT PIR © be baptized, immerſed, or 
« plunged, in a flood or ſea, as it were, of e 
aſſictions and ſufferings, Matth. xx. 22 | 


Bani, from Fan 

« 1) An immer ſion, or waſhing with water : hence 
* uſed. in the New Teſtament, for the ws ſm both | 
of John the Baptiſt, and of Chriſt, 


C2) Baptiſm, or immerſion, in grievous. and 


8 Teen alflictions and ſuflerings. 


j Bammiogere--Imarerfion, or waſhing i in water 


| « 0: . Maite vii. 45 8. en vi. a 9. 10. 


From theſe citations it t appears, that Parkburk 
underſtood baptiſm to be properly di/finz, or im- 
merfion ; and though, under his ſecond head, he 
mentions waſhing ; yet he is careful to inform us, 
that this waſhing was by immerſion. He has, in- 
ON | ' deed, 


} 


152. „„ 
deed, under the. fourth head, made uſe of the 


. word ſprinkle, as cited by Mr. Elliot; baptized by | . 
ſprinkling, x Cor. x, 2: But this text, upon which ets 8 


alone that interpretation is founded, does not ſay 1 
one word about ſpr inkling ; ; nor is there any reaſon E 
to ſuppoſe, from this or any other paſſage, that che _ "oy 

| Iſraelites were in fact ſprinkled, when they paſſed 1 


through the ſea, and were under the cloud.--- 
How then did Mr. Parkhurſt learn, that the If. 
raelites were baptized by ſprinkling? Was it from 
the word Baptize? Certainly not: for he has 
| ſhewn, that in every other paſſage where that 15 
| word i is to be found, it has a different inter. x 


Mr. Elliot ſays #-=-4 That they were properly 

© in neitter the ſea or the cloud, is manifeſt ; for 

| © they walked on dry ground through the midſt of 

te ſea, and the cloud was high above them; 
therefore, they were baptized by ſarin ling. 


What Mr. Elliot means by properly, is not for 

me to determine. That the Iſraelites were in the 

| fea, is certain: for the Scripture ſays +---* They 
went into the midſt of the ſea; they all paſſed 
© through the ſea. To ſay they were not in the 

| ſea, (however qualified) is directly 0 contradict 

a ar 0 ven were be (be ſays) in 

neither 


rer. b, 22· 10 . 


| 'z 


Lata 


< neither ole on or the cloud ;- therefore, they were 
* baptized by ſprinkling.” Strange reaſoning! The 
/premiſes and the concluſion ; the obſervation, and 
the inference drawn from it; are both of them 


entirely without any foundation in, or e 
0 from the words of the apoſtle $. | 


The baptiſen of the ele in the * je in 


_ cloud, is no where recorded, except in this 


Paſſage of the apoſtle.---How.then ſhall we learn 
what he means by their being baptized, but by 
conſulting the deſcription he himſelf has given us 


of that matter: - They were all (ſays he) un- 
der the cloud; and all paſſed through the ſea.” 


The ſea and the cloud ſurrounded and encloſed 


them. To this deſcription, 1 apprehend, the 


apoſtle alludes, in the next words: and were 
© all baptized: (immerſed) unto PP in-the a, 
and in the cloud. of 


 Headds* They were all 3 by rin t- 


ung; unleſs we can ſuppoſe perſons to be bap- 


< tized by water, men they do not ſo much as touck 
« the element: which ſuppoſition, in my opinion, f is 


* highly . _ fg 


- Abſurd and unreaſonable. as this may appear to 
Mr. Elliot, it is what he himſelf muſt both ſup- 
| "_ 


* Page 74. 


70 
ppoſe and admit, in the caſe of Noah and his fa- | 
- mily.; who were ſaved by the waters in which, 
with the ark, they were immerſed : but that they ö 
were not ſo much as touched by the waters, is 

manifeſt; for they were ſecured in the ark before 
they began to deſcend, and the waters were abated, 
.and dried up, before they came out of it. The 


1 — ate for fprinkling, buile upon 


t is ds Dae in my 
opinion, ſtrongly militate againſt Mr. Elliot's idea 
of it: vne, under the cloud -, in the cloud--+ev, 
in the ſea---are proper renderings, in this paſſage: 
nor would there be either ſenſe or propriety in ren- 
Lering o, in the two laſt clauſes, , or with, if 
the word baptizo was tranſlated by any other word 
than n ſprinkle ; for wifich rendering, neither Mr. 
Elliot, nor Parkhurſt, are able to produce one 
' fingle authority, ae 
8 Teſtament. es dd 


- Pink ines hs of re wy it „ Me. | 
Elliot infers, that the Iſraelites were ſprinkled; 

and then, from that ſuppoſition, draws another 

-inference, equall y unfupported ; namely, that 

_ "© water was hs to the 9 ſubject 

9 6 to 


« ts the water . But this IE rd no 
f truth in it, in Point of fact; unleſs the word bap- 
. | une properly means, and only means, to ſprinkle 
with, or by waer: for the prepdfitions and «it, 
in che caſe of baptiſm, muſt neceſſarily be endered 
in, or into, if baptifn means any thing elſe 5 be- 
N cauſe it would be ubſurd, to render the words 
„ poured with, or by water; dipped with, or by 
water; immerſed ith,” or by water. But that 
baptiſm means nothing more than to Sprinkle, and 
that i it ought always to be ſe rendered, never has 
been, never can be contended : but if it is de- 
ſigned to convey the ide of immerſien, 2 all the 
Lexicographers tell us ir is; it follows, of neceſſity, 
that baptiſm i is an application of the wie to th | 
" water,” and not of we water to hy wa apa 
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Mr, Elliot fays "ik The e in diſpute, en- 
„ ee hinges en this: In what ſenſe the 9 
ture uſes this word ; whether to dip a perſon i in 
and under water, or to aſh. him with water. 
eee t The inſpired writers of the Old and 
New Teſtaments, do no- where, in my opinion, 
© intend by the word baptizo, to expreſs mere! ly, or 
* chiefly, an att of immerſion, or dipping, and much 
s Jeſs to dip under waler 3 ; dut rather that of waſh- 


2 Ig; or . ö 1 
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Ms. Elliot hereadmits, that the ſacred Writers 
Ha intend to expreſs immer/ion, or dipping, by 1 the. 1 
word baptino, though not merely, or chiefly, chat : 
act: In this I agree, with him, and for the very 
reaſon. which he aſſigns; namely, that they con- 
ſtantly expreſs the act of dipping. by the word 


bapto: But by baptizo,: I, apprehend, they meant 1 


to convey the idea of immerſion, a being over- 
whelmed, or covered; 40 in which, Late a perſon, or 
thing, may be, where there i is no dipping ; . AS, a 
country may be immerſed in water, by the tide 8 
breaking in, and overflowing it: and thus che 
ſacred writers uſe the word baptizo, where there | 
is neither dipping, waſling, nor ſprinkling; as, in 
the caſe of Noah and his family, who were, by 
the epi e ange of the great deep and 
the windows of Heaven, immerſed in water: but 
here was no dipping, nor were they waſhed, or 
ſprinkled; for the ark was pitched; within and 
without; and it is ſaid, the Lord ſhut them in, ſo 
as LO were- * ene an. n * 


7. = 7 in 1 5 of "the. e "oo 
were baptized in che cloud and in the ſea, they 
were properly overwhelmed, or immerſed; for 
ox were all in the ſea, and under the cloud : 
But here was no Gppingz for the Children of 


#4 
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Hanf 


el n Into cid-afabi ces ene 
nor has the Scripture given us the leaſt roman 
tio PN ARON rinkled, 


Hands When the diſciples nies : 
Holy'Spirit, they were neither dipped, waſhed, | 
nor ſprinkled: The Spirit is there repreſented by 
a ruſhing, mighty wind, filling all the place where 
they were fitting : the poſture in which they were, 
\ ſhews, there was no dipping; and the element 
wind, by which it is repreſented; and the circum- 
ſtances attending it, forbid the ideas both of wath- 
ing and ſprinkling: but this. PE ors _ z 
per un, or e ge e s | 
| eee e ISHS ha: it 4 

baptize, neither ſignifies 20 waſh, to ſprinkle, nor ts 
dip, in order to waſh, as Mr. Elliot ſays; but chat 
its proper idea is; o immerſe: and though immer- 

fron may be where there is uo dipping, as che above 
formed by one man upon another, imgrfiox necel- 
f Grily includes the idea of dipping. I conceive there- 
fore, i it is clear, that not merely the act of dipping, 
but the conſequence of it, the immerſion of the per- 
ſon, is what the word baptizo | is meant to expreſs ;; 
and not a Sg > a you with, « oy r ſprinkling, 
water TS.” e 1 bs e 
That 


8 e is far- 
cler evident from the obſervation of Mr. Elliot, 
that waſhing I CO et | 


1 preſſed by other words in the Holy Scriptures. 


He ſays *---* Bapto ſigniſ es 10 dip, but never ts 
ua vn, never dp, bur fimply to waſhy 
© hbaptizo, not barely to dip, but 10 dip, in order io 
walt: mi CRONE _ 

| " Os hp 0 Ba 01% . 


That this 250 e ebe eee 
20a/hing, there is no baptizing } is groundleſs,, we 
Elliot acknawledges were baptiſins.; in which, it is 
manifeſt, there was no waſhing. The impro- 

Priety of this concluſion, therefore, from the pre- 
miſes, that baptizo means to dip, in order to vafh, . 
is a good argument againſt the truth of the pre- 
deing ſo, it is a pretty ixong- proof that Saptize'. - 
derived from 4apte, to dip, that which is the con - 
ſequence of it; a -- "2 Opp ME 
or covered with Water... 


The caſe of Naaman 3 not appear to me to 
aſſard che leaſt evidence, that baptizo, as uſed by 


. ME the 
Page 62. 


21 
che LXX. ſignifies to cu ; tlie werd dv, pro- 
perly conveys that idea, and is repeatedly uſed in 
the'context in that ſenſe?” neither -have chey, in 
any one paſſage in the ON Teftament, , where whey 
meant to expreſs the idea o : waſhing; made uſe of 
the word Baptizo; and when they uſe it here, it is 
evidently to expreſs a” different idea: for Mr. 
Illiot ſays-- the word which they found in the 
Hebrew copy, which they render 5aptizv,: means, a 
10 ub; and which (he ſays) they have, in every 
other paſſage, rendered bapto, which never means 
to waſh: conſequently, Baptixo does not mean to 
aſh; or elſe it will neceſſarily follow, that the 
LXX. have either miſunderſtood the Hebrew word, 
| or that there is a miſtake in the preſent Greek 


copies; neither of which, we © have the wo Telos” 
to rr 


KEN 


«A! 


What could induce Mr. Elljor to 3 that 
baptizo includes init the idea of waſhing ? It is not 
derived from- the word du, TO wAsE; nor has 
it any connection in idea, with that or any other 
word of the ſame import: it is derived from bapto, - 
TO: DIP z- and no reaſon can be aſſigned, why it 
ſhould contain in it an idea that has no ſort of 
connection with the root from which i it is derived. 
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according w-the direction of xhe-prophet,. as Mr. 
Elliot ſays ; or, that he waſhed by means of dipping, 
or immerſion, is. readily allowed: but then the act 


of dipping, and the effect of it, his being waſhed 
or made clean, art diſtinct ideas; ſo diſlinct, that 


Mr. Elliot himfelf ſays---* * the former, may be 
* withour the later.” L contend, therefore, that 
the former, namely, dippimg or . 
Mr. Elliot adm ts is included in the word, ie the 


r 
e ee eee e e 


"Ar. Elliot fag ek fa acts in the text; 


c that he (Naaman) dipped himſelf, that word 


* 


| * being. not in the original; nor his body, much 
leſs his whole body ; but * words are 


ane. Fan! in Jordan.” 5 1 


** 


oe br 
e 


himſelf, was not the ſubjeft of che af wh 
ever it was, which the word baptizo, is Sg, intended to 


expreſs ? | Does he mean to infer, from 15 word : 
_ himſelf 1 not being i in the origin: „ chat Naaman did 


not w4/h or ſprinkle Limſelf ? 17 6, what was it 
. that he was ordered by the 2 
order to his cleanſing ? Was it his hands, or . 


to waſh, in 


* Page 66. | + Page 61. 
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ef theſe, or any ching elſe, according to Mr. 

_ Elliot, except /im/elf; for though that word ap- 
Pers in the tranſlation, it is not in the original. 
But this is mere trifling,. and nothing to the pur- 


poſe; for the ward'kimſelf,, though not expreſſed 


5 inithe original, is evidently implied, and would 


Have been neceſſarily underſtood, if it had not 
the whole of the hiſtory. Eliſha's direction is --- 
- Gowaſh in Jordan: ſeven. times,. and' thy fleſh Mall 
| come again to thee, and thou: halt. be: clean, His 
own reflection upon it, is Are not Abana and 
= Pharpar, rivers of Damaſcus, better than all the 
© waters of Iſrael? may I not waſh in them,” &c. 
His ſervants ſay to him---* If the prophet had 
bid thee do ſome great thing, wouldſt thou not 
have done it? How much rather, then, When he 
5 ſaith to THEE, aft, and be clean. And the 
Hiſtorian ſays He went, and dipping ſeven 
70 times in Jordan, & c. Can any one, reading this 
narrative, doubt, that the word him/elf is under 
flood throughout the whole? But, whatever the 
ſubject be to which the word 4aptizo relates, its 
import is ill 'the ſame; namely, the immerſion, * 


r dipping, of th reh, fn. þ to which it'is 


we 


L 25 1 "I. 
applied; How fatile and. e, hen, 
_ this obſervation ! . 1 


* 


. 5 


Ir Elliot fays*; 47 © He; thee, (chat is 9 ak 2 5 
« man) i in order to walh, went and dipped in Jor- . 
C dan. So then, had he made uſe of any other mode 


< of waſhing, he would have done what the prophet 
had bidden him: and this he did, in my humble 
1 « opinion, by ſprinkling ; 'E for he being a leper, was 
C ordered to waſh ſeven times, alluding, as I con- 


« ceive, to the manner in which Lepers were cleanſed 5 


. under the law; for the leper was to be cleanſed, 


s by the prieſt's s ſprinkling him with blood and 5 


« water ſeven Himes. See, Lev. xi v. 1. &c. 8 


I * 4 
IP ve ; oy +: * * 9 'BY 15 5 Z 8 


This obſervation is a very extraordinary; one. ; 
my is here aſſerted, that, in order to waſh, Naaman i 


went and DIP PED in Jordan; and then, 1 in direct 
oppoſition to this aſſertion, and to the words of the 


text, he ſays-=-that though, in fact, he dipped in 


Jordan; yet, it is his humble opinion, that he 
waſted himſelf in quite another way ; i.e. by 
ſprinbling.—-How is ſuch a glaring nne, | 


as this to be accounted for? | 1 
LS LTP 1 MA wr © % "+ Þ 
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e order to reconcile this, Mr. Ellie 
would have us to underſtand, that Nauman did 
7 ; * his hand in a EF in order 
1 55 


! ® Page 6. 


8 


 Seefivod:: it is molt cert 


1985 


a Þ.+ 4 
to „alk Wimfelk. But how is «as ke proved 7 


| 'T here is not a word about ſprink ln ing, in the con- 7 


nellen; nor any expreſſion has, implies, er that 
ein lend us to fuppoſe, that f al lag is to be un- 
not ex preſſed. Bo- 


ſides, aclnicting that de be the fact, i it will neceſſa- 


-rily follow, that I dot not mcan to Friuli; 


bus , of. 


That thete | is an iets here to the Wader of 
alfa the leprous perſon under the law, by the 


prieſt ſprinkling him with blood and water, by no 


means appears. Mr. Elliot ſhould have proved 
that there was ſuch an alluſion, before he made 


tan argument of Naaman's ſprinkling A 
Whereas, he fixſt preſumes the Alen, and chit | 


| founds his argument upon that preſumpeion · But 


chat there is no ſuch allufion here, as wil ſupport 
mne inferener, that becauſe the prieſt, under the 
law, ſprinkled the leprous perſon, therefore Naz. 
man muſt have been ſprinkled.alſo;.1 think, is 
un d following cenßiderations. 


: 5 7 5 Sprinkling the leper, under the Jaw, * was an 
piſentiat part of the- ceremony, and is cxpreſly. 


mentioned as che appointment of Godz whereas, 
he <pfe of Naaman, thite:is tide the deat int» 


| mation that he Was an at all. 


7 | l 3 2) The 


| 24 The rinting | of - "Fay 1 the law, 

was not the aft 45 himſelf, but of the pr . 
There is not a vipgle inſtance of any unclean per- 
| fon, under the law, /prinMing him/tif, in order to 
his cleanſing: the idea is perfectly new, and what 
che Scripture is utterly unacquainted wich. Had | 
the hiſtorian told us, as Mr. Elliot does, 4 chat 
5 Naaman dipped in order to waſh, and that this 
« waſhing was by ſprinkling ;* or, had he uſed the 
word ſprinkle, inſtead of FO. there might have 
been ſome reaſon for fuppoſing ſuch an alluſion 4 
but nothing of this appears. 


3) The ſprinkling of 1. n mdr the 
law, was connected with the offering of à ſucri- 
ice: A bird Was de be Gain; with the blood of 
To 'the prieſt was to ſprinkle the unciean per- 

The thedding of blood was abfolutely ne- 
. and, as the apoſtle ſays, i in another caſe-- 
Without fletding of blood, there was ub ſprinMing of 
the unclean, But, in the cafe of Naaman, there 
was no prieſt, no facrifice, no fledding of blood, and 
conſequently, as it will neceſſarily fellow, there 
was"no'/priniling.---In'theſe inſtances, there is a 
total want of analogy between the manner in which X 
the leper was appointed to be cleanſed, wur. 
hh 50 the c{eonUing, of Naay an. 
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N Tf there i is any alluſion- ito. that ceremony : | 


beg it certainly is not to the ſprinkling of the un- 


ſpondence; ; but to the leper waſhing himſelf, 


act of Naaman, to which he was directed by the 


i prophet. The leper was not made clean by the 
mere act of the prieſt, either in killing the bird or 
ſprinkling i its blood ; but by an act of his own. . 


It is ſaid---* He hall wah his cloaths , *and ſhave 


which he was commanded to do after he was 
prinkled : for, as that was the act of the unelean 
55 perſon himſelf, Which he was directed to by the 
prieſt; ſo, the baptizing or dipping, here, was the 


clean by the prieſt, in which there, is no corre- 


* 


eff all his hair, and waſh himſelf in water, that le 


may be clean. | Again--» He ſtall waſh his fleſh with 
water, and he ſiall be clean. Agreecable to this, 


when Naaman baptized, or unmerſed, ſeven times 


in Jordan---His fic/ſh came again, like the fleſh of a 


little child; aud he Was Clean... Are we not trom 
hence alſo neceſſarily led to conclude, that what 


Naaman dipped, was that which was healed by, 
that dipping; namely, his fleſh ; and therefore the 
Tranſlators have rightly Supplied. the word im- 


felt, in the paſſage. . E 


From theſe abſerrations; 1 think, it is ſuffi- 


ciently ns wierd the wor ile, in this paſ- 
3 9 _ ige, 


* Lev, xiv. 8, 9. 


P ²˙— ᷣͤ . TT EIT oe oo 2 


a 


"15x W Ft 
„e means neither 10 4 4 "a nor fo lille, but 
1 p e bs 190 8 „ 


3 - and parifying the foul by the Spirit,. aßplied to Ge- 
1 lieuers, through faith ; fo, I-conceive, the very 


po c ſame ſpiritual benefits were fignified, AA the like : 


3 mode of purification, under the goſpel.” . 


The whale of this n inſtead of argument, i is a mere 


begging « of the queſtion : Every thing which ought 


to have been \ proved, 18 preſumed... It is . 


dat the purging of fin by the blood of Chriſt, &c. is 
| ſignified by baptiſm : It is preſumed, that baptiſm is 
a mode of purification, under the goſpel: and, It is 
prefered, that it is a like mode of KS ee 
| ve with that of ſprinkling, under the law. But this 
is all mere preſumption ; and, as I conceive, ut- 5 
terly incapable of being proved. Nor do 1 believe 
that baptiſm was ever intended to be an emblem 
of the purging of fin by the blood of Chriſt: 1 am 


not able to diſcover any traces of it in the New 
* lament, bo | £ 


8 I & 
£ — 75 4 2 £ # . 233 7 
5 An 1 ö : ö 


— —— 
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Mr. Elliot's next argument 13 0 „Non, as. 
© that ſprinkling (i. e. the ſprinkling of the leper) 
© fignified the purging of. fin by the blood of Chrift, 
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Adden bat fay.2 Word about the blood. 
nor does it fay a word about purifying. the foul, 


8 
of Chriſt; 


by the application of the Spirit to believers, 
Grotight faith nor is there the molt diſtant al- 


| kites, in my bpinlon, to che one or the other; 


mach leſd, is chere the leaſt intimation, thar bap- 
kim was defigned to be an emblem of either of 


5 them. Tr is true, Pant is directed, in the paſſage, 


t wet au his Aus; but it is not faid, that bap- 


| tiſm was a waſhing away of fins,” or that it was 


a figure of it, or that the waſhing itſelf Was 
Kgurative. | His deing baptized, and his waſhing 


Away of his fins, are evidently two diſtinct things: 


the one, the act of himſelf ; the other, an act 
performed upon him by another perſon. Were 
wre to render this paſſage-* Ar; iſe, and be waſhed, 
ed toaſt aud thy fins; would there not be an ap- 
e n in the pon. ? It does not 


F ; 5 follow, 


| Sod: has —. gs his Holy ping +6 no" 


no- Where promiſed to apply it to believers, Indeed, I 
cannot underſtand the meaning of the expreſſion, nor find 
out what could ſuggeſt the idea; but upon the ſuppoſition 
that baptifm muſt be an application of the element of 


| beans mes — to be 


— 


Ft A #9 2a « n * 


. 135 1 1 
foltone, ther Tibin the tutect ibife" of ihe vt, 
tharbaprifin, inthe former claufd, is ether wunde ; 
or ſprinkling, He is direted to wa away bis | 
\- fins: not in the blood bf Chriſt, nor by che apy 
| plication of the Spirit, hok bf baptifin ; but calling ng 


ion the name of the Lord. Perſons may be faid to 
wath away their fits; ker, Hrn, by "departing 
from iniquity, or, ay the apoßle expreſſes it, 
cleanſing 1 themfelves from all filthinets of the fleſh 
and ſpirit; as God diretts the people of Itrael, 


by the prophet---* Waſh ye, make ye clean, put : 


© away the evil of your doings ;* or, ſecondly, ag 
_ they obtain remiſſion. of ſits, through faith in 


Jeſus Chriſt, which is connected with baptiſm, by 
x Peter Repent, and be baptized, for the remiſ- : 
«© ion of ſins. And, perhaps, both theſe ſenſes 


are included in 1 Cor. vi. 11; which is the only 
paſſage, beſides this, where the Greek word here 


rendered 204, occurs - Ye are waſhed, 1, in 


che name (that ie, thraugh falk in the nne) 
of the Lord Jeſus ; and, , in the Spirit of our 
God i that is, as they were living: walking, and 
ating, in the Spiri And ſo here, Wal away 
thy fns, is joined with, calling on ite name af "the 
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| Lord, Hall WL: becauſe, through, faith in 
him, (Which calling upon him ſuppoſes) they re- 


” 


12 


ceive remiſſion of fins, and are deliveredfrom con- 


demnation. This paſſage, 1 conceive 7 therefore, - 


has not any thing in it to ſupport the idea chat 8 


© water-baptiſm i is an emblem of purification by. the 
| blood of. aſt Fly that A the . of * | 


1 


IF * * 


The next. argument . foriaking, 16 — * The. ö A 
© zpoſtle, Heb. ix. 10. ſpeaks of divers waſhings, 
(Greek, different baptiſms); 3 and whoever care- 
fully attends, with a mind unbiaſſed, to the ſcope 

of the paſſage, will; I think, be led to underſtand. | 
© the apoſtle as ſpeaking of every ſort of waſhing, - gs 2 5 
© for PURIFICATION, under the law, (the. chief 755 4 
5 of which \ was that of ſprinkling): for elſe, I con- . 
« ceive, to prevent his being miſunderſiood, ; I 
would have Heciſied the e node he, 1. 


* rended by it.“ : 


— 17 = 


Mr Elliot has not bee pet 


0 * ee 
- fn 65.5 IN 


* 8 
7 


10 pit Pos che 1 5 


different; baptiſms under the law, or wherein their 5 5 
"diverſity « conſiſted : But whether they were man 7 


or different, they were baptiſms, immerſions. | Iris, 
therefore, of no conſequenice,” In this argument, 
whether the Greek be rendered divers, many; or 


OE ueber . for whatever diverſity. 


* I, 


. 


. 


* 


* 
3 * 


Pigs 6 : 
e oF G 
: 7 P 
* 6 1 Fl : ed . . * 
n 18 * ye * . i 
Wo. © 9 7 1883 4 bo 
8 * $9.4, £ * 
* 


4 


may 


muſt Have been immerfions;” becai 
fully proved, this is the conftant meaning of the 
word. I am perſuaded, it will not be ſaid, that 
; che words ſhould be rendered diverſe, or different 
. forts of f ſprinklings,. or Pourings; ; for that 1 is cer- 
tainly not the meaning of the expreſſion. But it 
u contended, thatthe word baptiſm, in this paſſage, 

is of more general import, and is properly ren - 
dered waſhings, including every fort of waſhing 3 > 
the chief of which (be ſays) was that. of ſprinkling. | 
But this is faid, in my opinion, without the leaſt 

authority whatſoever. 0 1 ſhall endeayour to ſhew, 
that ſprinkling is, ſo. far from being principally, 
or chiefly, intended, by the baptiſms here. men- 
"tioned; that i it is not, and that it is impoſſible it 
ſhould be, included ; even ſuppoſing the word to, 
convey ſo general an idea as that of waſhing, 


3 


. * 
* $9 9 5a 
rh Ly 4 18 25 


i ) Becauſe ſprinkling is is not ot waſhing, | at * | 
This is # ſelf. evident propoſition a We all know 
' what wathing is, and what fprinkling 1 is; ; and. we 
know them to be chings ſo diſtinct in their nature, 
that the one cannot he the other. Tt is common. 
to ſprinkle linen, after it has been waſhed z but, 
whoever ſuppoſed that that ſprinkling is a re- 
waſhing of it, or any mode or ſpecies of waſhings 

| whatever! To contend that fprinkling | any thing, 
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Þ to b it; would be to inſult the dnderfiandings 


of our fellow-creatures,, or to- make ourſel ves the 
| objects of their ridicule. 28 N | ' 


8 ) Though there were a 2 of. ſorinklings, 
under the law, yet they are never ſaid to be 


- 2oaſhings ; nor were they ſo, in fact. 1 do ven- 


ture to affirm, that there is not a Gngle inſtance 
in the Old Teſtament, of any perſon, or thing, 


being ſaid to be wa/hed by ſprinklitg, or becauſe 
-they had been ſprinkled ; but, in various inſtances, 
waſhing is expreſly enjoined, immediately after the 


unclean perſon, or thing, had been ſprinkled by 
the prieſt : as in the caſe of the leper, Lev. xiv. 


75 8. And he (the prieſt) ſhall print upon 


© him that is to be cleanſed from the leprofy, ſeven 


„times; and he that is to be cleanſed, ſha 1 wa/k 
+ * his cloaths, and ſhave off all his hair, and wat. 
© hiraſelf in water, that he may be clean.” Again, 


chap. vi. 27.---* And when there is ſprinkled of 
© the blood thereof upon any garment, thou ſhalt 


bh waſh that whereon i it was ſprinkled.' From theſe 


paſſages, it is evident, that ſprinkling i is not a 


mode of waſhing; nor was it underſtood to be ſo 
by the ſacred writers. 


The apoſtle, a to the ſprinklings under | 


he law, * The * covenant was not dedi- 


cated, 


1 3861 

oated, or Yar) without blood: for, © when 
* Moſes had ſpoken every precept to the people, 
© according to the law, he took the blood of calyes, 
and of goats, with water, and ſcarlet wool, and 
IM hyſſop, and ſprinkled both the book and all the 
people; 45 ſaying, This is the blood of the cove- 
© nant, which God hath enjoined unto # gl =o 


© Moſes certainly ina wok Sith! the book of this 
eovenant, and the people, by ſprinkling of them: 
the book did not ſtand in need of being waſhed. 
But the covenant, he ſays, was dedicated, conſe- 
erated, or confirmed, thereby. He adds More- 


* over, he he ſprinkled with blood” both the aber 


9 nacle and all the veſſels of the miniſtry; and 


« almoſt all things are by the law purged” (not 


| waſhed, but {ſeparated to a holy uſe, or, as it is 
before expreſſed, dedicated) * with blood ; and ' 
4 without ſhedding of blood, there is no remiſſion.” 
In Lev. xvi. 15. Aaron is commanded'to ſprinkle 


| the blood of the fin-offering upon the mercy- feat, 
and before the mercy-ſeat. The things here 


| ſpoken of, as being ſprinkled with blood, are never 
ſaid to be waſhed ; nor did they ſtand in need of 
it, on account of any natural pollution : much leſs 


Lud the antitypes, the heavenly things themſelves, ] 


which Were Wh by better ſacrifices, ſtand in 
; Fo „ need 
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1 Chrin, . ash of IP wercy-ſeat, 
Was ſanctified by iy own blood; the new cove- 
nant was. eſtabliſhed and confirmed by his' blood; 5 


| he entered into heaven itſelf with his own blood, 


as our high- prieſt, to appear in the preſence of 


| God- for us. Thus were the heavenly things | 
| themſelves purified; and this i is what the ſprink- 


ling of the blood, under the law, was defigned to 
repreſent. But even theſe purifications, were not 

eſſected by the mere ſprinkling of the blood. 

the efficacy of whieh, to purify or conſecrate 


that on which it Was 8 7 aroſe from | its 


being the blood of victims, offered in facrifice 
to God: ü For it was neceſſary (fays the apoſ- 
« tle) that the patterns of the things in the hea- 


ens, ſhould be purified with theſe; ; (i. 2. theſe 


facrifices, which were offered under the law) but 
« the heavenly things chemſelves, with better 
c ſacrifices than theſe: for Chriſt is not entered 


© into the holy places made with hands, which, are 


© rhe figures. of he, true FR but i into heaven itſelf, 
© now to appear in the preſence of God for us. 1% 


Now, 2s. theſe purification were wi ith 89 8 


they. could not be waſhings; for to be waſhe 


with, ſacrifices, is a moſt Arange idea! ſuch as 
neither 


f 


nation of the tribe of Levi to God, hy ſprinkling 
the water of purifying upon them; Lconcęive, has | 


54s 2M 


culajed to, convey, ; from ace ings e | 
lows, that theſe ſprinklings 4D | 
to by the apaſtle,. in ſayings, that the Jewiſh.ſar 
vices, among other things, conſiſted in divers waſhs; 
ings or baptiſms ; and I am perſuaded, chat who, 


ever attends to the ſcope of che paſſage, witch an 
unbiaſſed mind, will eaſily ſee, that there is nothing 
in it, or i its connection, to prove, that N 


the apoſtle meant Pings. er WHT regu 


T3 What follows, (from page 66 to 072) concerning 
Moſes waſhing Aaron and his ſons, and che ſepa- 


nothing to do with the ſubject. It has not been 


- proved that there is any analogy between that rite 


and baptiſm; nene it been proved, that baptiſm, 
is either a waſhing or a purification : and, thore · 


fore, it is of ka eee what Pr. Gil, Mr 


| Jenkins, or Mr. Elliot, have faid r 161 


What 4 is 4. (p. 105 an- WT on e 
li. 15. and Ezek. xxxvi. 25, 26, 27.—-Lyill pour 


water upon him that is thirſty: Iwill pour mx 


ſpirit upon thy ſeed : He ſhall ſprinkle many na- 
tions : Iwill {ſprinkle demea; Apen vou; = 


i”. 
Tx) 

7 

; 4 
i 
i : 


es << hor op 1 a S 3 * 
— 8 4 — „ . . 
— 2 © all os. Io. os bones + © DEN 
% "EB 


4 From e ed un IT cleanſe you, Kc. 1 wilt 
put my ſpirit within you, c. proceeds upon the 
idka, either that theſe promiſes were fulfilled by 
John's baptiſm, and the baptiſin of the Spirit; or 

chat baptiſm is deſigned to repreſent the ſame ſpiri- 
tual bleffings under the goſpel, which were repre- 
- ſented by the ſprinklings under the law; and 
that thoſe bleſſings, (whatever they are) being ex- 
| preſſed, In theſe prophecies, by ſprinkling water 
upon thoſe whom they reſpect; it is preſumed, 
that baptiſm muſt be by ſprinkling. 


This is preſuming a great deal, but proving 
nothing. In order to eftabliſh what theſe paſſages 
are brought for, it ſhould have been proved that 
there was ſome conneCtion between theſe prophe- 
_ cies, and baptiſm : that they referred to baptiſm, » 
either that of water, or of the Spirit: and that 
 _ baptiſin was the fulfilment of what is here prophe- 
fied, But this has not been proved; nor are 
RE wy traces of it in the New Teflament, :- 


Dl "M ff Mats, Neither r b ein e : 
baptilin of the Spirit, (as we have proved) were 
ſprinklings. If they were not, ee e ee 
could not have any relation to them: if they were, 

and theſe prophecies did refer to either of them; 
as ey we ſhould doubtleſs have had ſome plain 
„ | int ima · 


— - 


139 1 


ſome direct application of theſe prophecies to bap- 
tiſm, or by ſome evident analogy between the 
pouring or ſprinkling with water, here mentioned, 

and the adminiſtration of vous: "OO: 
of this appears. | To 


| Secondly --- The bleſſings figni fied by the ſorink- 
ling, and pouring water, in theſe prophecies , do 
not appear, from any part of the Scriptures, to be 
ſignified by bapriſm. In Ifa. xliv. 3, 4. pouring 


water, is uſed to expreſs that abundance of bleſ- _ 


ſings with which God would enrich. his church, 
and make it fruitful; as the dry and parched 
ground is enriched and made fruitful, by the 
deſcent of ſhowers of rain: I will pour 
| © water upon him that is thirſty, and floods 
upon the dry ground: I will pour my ſpirit 
< upon thy ſeed, and my bleſſing upon thine 


c offspring; and they ſhall ſpring up as among the 


© graſs, as willows by the water - courſes. But, in 


baptiſm, there is no alluſion to the «deſcending | 


ſhowers of rain; nor are ſimilar bleſſings either 

effected or repreſented by it: and, indeed, the 

pouring of a few drops of water upon a perſon, 

were hat baptiſm, would be but a poor repre- 
ſentation of pouring fovds of water ade the dry 
| Sund e 


Jn 


* tre — — S 2 
r We GI ee ee, ae eee 
ws FO 
5 4 FR — > c 3 » 
* 


2 ** —— . ano” 
— . — — 4 2 — * * — 
* \ * Yi. N 
3 


#* 


2 22 — 


„ 


* 
1 


r 


— 


I * 
* 2 1 ** * 


P 
— AA —_—_ >” »» 
N o 


-— — 


as Ps 5 N r 30 
LW Id 423 


_ A 2 RT P> pa; _ — I \ « -* 2 __ + a 
x by 5 
4 * — — —— — 4 b _ 0 - wy 
— eh Ry” ED — —— ————— — 1 * w. * — — — 
. - * 7 313 . : 


—— —p— — —— — 


. — — 
——U— ũ — — 
2 WS . 1 


— & — 
— 
=. 


— 
——— 


. ̃ ... ˙ —¾ↄ 88ÄÄ——— 8 — 


2322 Oe 
PR E 


C 
- bs 3 parte ET on Te 


a * — * ip" v 


— 


— 


. 
— 3 = 
- 8 
f | ; | F 4 1 


h Tn. Ir. 75. and tek Eri. 25, 26, 24,06. 
© 86 Halt he ſprinkle many nations: Then will T 
* fpriſele clean water upon you, and ye hall be 
Kela; fro all your filchine fx, and from all yout 


itte walk 1 deine out? IF the PrinKlitig here, 


refers to the ſprinklings under the law, which were 
for the purging away of ſin, hy making an atonement 


and reconciliation for it, in the moſt holy place, upon 
i che foundation of a ſacriſice having been offered; 


thoſe purihbations, the New Teſtament informs 
us, prefigured the redemption, even the remiſſion | 
of fins, obtained through the blood of Jeſus, with 
which he has entered into Heaven itſelf; which i is 


| called the blood of ſprinkling, to which believers 


are come; and which ſpeaketh better thin gs than 
he psc of F Aba. But theſe bleſſings | are never 


aid to be reprefented by baptiſin ; much leſs, are are 


ey elfetted by . 


71 br is 3 
Mx Elliot 2 — * When vl chi wt 
4 iſe fulfilled unleſs when John, in the be- 


'£ project: the goſpel; baptized: his diſciples with 


0 water and Chriſt, ſoon after, baptized his be. 


# lieviog-ſollowers with the Holy Spirit? For, the 


ran, eme 10 me to have a eee 


Wt LS any 3 for ſuch a ſuppoſition 
che leaſt i intimation of ſuck” a en in the 
4 | « Page 77. | 


l 


1 1 


3 "OPIN in \ the Old > Moſt cer 


tainly not. And yvt, having fuppoſtd this, he 
aks Does it not plainly follow, that water» 


., © baptiſm was by fprinkling; notwithſtanding all 


that ſome learned men have urged to the con- 
© trary, from the leading idea of the word baptizo ? 
--- Surely, his prejudices muſt have carried him a 
ſtrange length, to make him ſuppoſe, that ſuch an 
inference could have any weight in it. An in- 
ference, from what? Not from the wordsgot the 
promiſe ; bur from the mere unſupported ſug- 
geſtion, that the promiſe was fulfilled, by the bap- 


tiſm of John, and the baptiſm of the Spirit. An 
| inference, built upon premiſes, which there! is not . 


the leaſt ſhadow of an argument to prove. Beſides, 


tis (as it appears to me) is utterly irreconcileable 
with what he ſays, page 84.---that © It is certain, 
© that the baptiſm of the Spirit was by pouring; 3 


| © and that it neceſſaril y- follows, that John's bap- 


* tiſin inuſt be by pouring allo,” There he found | 


the word pour, in another prophecy; ; and then the 
inference is, that water-baptiſin muſt neceſſarily 
be by jouring He finds the word / rinble, in this 
prophecy; and now it as plainly follows, that 
water-baptiſin muſt be by ſprinkling / ---Theſz i in- 
ferences, however plain anc POT might ap- 
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. 
pear to Mr. Elliot, muſt, undoubtedly, one of chem 
be falſe; both cannot be true: becauſe, pouring 
and ſprinkling are not the ſame thing. But there 
is not the leaſt evidence, (in my opinion) that the 


word pour, or ſprinkle, in theſe pes ons: 


my relation to en 


He adds --“ * Do not thoſe —_— then 3 
err, who venture to aſſert, there is 7 woſhing, 
* but by dipping ; and ſpeak of ſprinkling» as a reli- 

gious mode of waſhing, by way of deriſion: 
though God hath expreſly declared, that he would 


vat or cl:anſe his people from all their unelean- 


* neſs, by ſprinkling clean water upon them ?'---- 
Who they are that aſſert there is no waſhing but | 
by dipping, I know not. Thoſe who maintain. 
daptiſm to be immerſion, need not make ſuch an. 
aſſertion; becauſe they will not be affected by it, 


whether true or falſe, That ſprinkling is a reli- 


gious mode of waſhing, is an aſſertion, (in my 
-opinion) deſerving of contempt : It is the firſt- 
born of abſurdities ! inconſiſtent with every part. 
of the word: of God! and an affront to common- 
ſenſe! for every rational creature knows, that 
ſprinkling. is not. waſhing. But, why do. they 
greatly err, who ſpeak of ſprinkling as a religious. 
mode of TD by way of derifion 2 Becauſe, 

God 


* Page 27, 


Tal 
God (he ſays) hath expre/fy declared, that le 
* would zwafh or cleanſe his people, from all their 
* uncleanneſs, by ſþrin&{/xgiclean water upon them.“ 


But though he calls this the exprc/5 declaration, of 


God; yet the word waſh, which is the important 
one in the ſentence, and upon which the whole 
turns, is not in the text; but is an interpolation 
of his own, without the leaſt authority what- 
ever. The word cleanſe was not ſufficient to 
ground this cenſure upon: he has, therefore, ven- 


tured to add the word wait; and then tells us, It 
is God's. To zb, and to cleunſ:, are not always 


of the ſame import: as is manifeſt from the text 


itſelf which ſays, that God would cleanfe them 


from their idols, as well as from their filthineſs ; 
But perſons are never ſaid to be wva/hed from 
their idols. They were cleanſed from them, and 


| from all ceremonial filthineſs, (which is here 
alluded to) by being ſprinkled with the blood of 


the ſacrifice, or water of purification; by which 
was ſignified to them, that their iniquities were 
forgiven, and they were ſeparated to the worſhip 


and ſervice of God. And thus, Mr. Elliot ſays- 


The Jewiſh church were firſt cleanſed, and 


« brought i into a covenant-relation to God, at Ho- a 
© reb, by the ny of Moſes, the mediator of 7 
G2. "OE SS - 


be J 
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© that/covenant ; for they woes bt purified, 
© blood and water be'ng ſprinkled upon them v 
The antitype of which was, as he properly ob- 
ſerves, what Jeſus Chriſt did, as the Mediator 7 


the new covenant; who came by water and blood. 


But, what has this to do with baptiſin > or, where 
is e ſaid to men theſe e 5 


« Again; "this ſays) * Baiern in "the ow. 
£ Teſtament are ſaid to be wa/hhed, where there is 
no immerſion, but ſprinkling only: for Chriſt, as 


6 the Scripture teſtifies; hath waſhed us from our 


© fins, in his own blood.: But the manner of it, is 
again and again repreſented by that of rin lling. 95 


1) When it is ſaid, Rev. i. 5. Who hath 
© waſhed us from our fins in his own blood; there is 
not any thing ſaid aboutthe ſprinkling of this blood, 
or that the wa/h/ng was (as Mr. Elliot ſays) by 

ſprinkling; nor is there any apparent alluſion to 
the ceremony of ſprinkling of blood, under the 
law. And in thoſe places where the blobd of 
Chriſt is called the blood of ſprinting, or believers 
ſaid to be ſprinkled with it; there is not a word 
faid about their being waſhed in it: nor are there 
apy circumſtances to lead us to ſuppoſe, that 
ay; mean the ſame han. Mr. Elliot ſays, 
8 e . 


— wing was, by ſvielinge 
| God dif bes dor Ul . How, then, P 


he know it? eſpecially, as it is a manner of waſn- 
ing, human peings are unacquainted with. Sprink- 
ling and waſhing, are, in my opinion; en 
diſtinct; and are never put the one for the other, 
in the word of God. Both were uſed in purifi- 
cation, under the law. The unclean perfon was 
ſprinkled by the prieſt ; and then he was to waſh 
his fleſh in water. All real cleanſing from fin, 
whether by the forgiveneſs and expiation of it, or 
perfect ſalvation from it, is through the blood of 
Chriſt, May not then, the blood of Chriſt, in 
one place, be ſpoken of as purging the conſcience _ 
by ſprinkling, in alluſion to the fprinklings under” 
the law ; and, in another place, as waſhing away 
fin, in alluſion to the waſhings which are there 
enjoined; agreeable to the declaration of the pro- 
phet, Zech. xiii. 1,---* Tn that day there ſhalt be 


a fountain opened to the Houſe of David, and to 


the inhabitants of Jeruſalem, for fin, and for . 
* uncleanneſs.' May not ſuch a prophecy as this. 
be alluded to, when it is ſaid, He hath waſhed us 
from our ſins, in his own blood; rather chan. he 
ſprinklings under the law, which certainly were 
not waſhings. Beſides, when. the blood of Chriſt 
is. called the blood of fprinkling ; it is ſaid to be 
| that 


| ® Page Bo. 


2 — 2 _ Or: 8 


- — F NEED N 2 * o 
—ͤ—ñ—6ẽ ͤ —h—— > 1 —— —— — — 


—— — — - 


1 CE Gf Laces Gn 


—— 
. 


9 4 
—[ͤ— nat = 


* — * * - - = 
— — o 


om of GRE 9 rs hes nant} 


- = 
4 — — Soy Dur 2 > 


— NT” 8 8 
B a; R Sa nnd "$3 
——— ——— Ä 
IF # "0: * — = 1 LE Fu ky - * 
, — 4 k 
m m S- * 
. —_ 8 — 2 4 
r Pp. 7 


>. - 
1 COPE CE 


— A 
- 2 — — 
® — = 
— — ————— pet's — — 
— 2 we Oſram 
PO IO IO e ˙ SH ans A ns. 


mat Which ſeaketh, not that which waſketh+ and 
delievers are ſaid to have their hearts ſprinkled - 
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From an evil, i. e. from an accuſing conſcience : | 
So that the ſprinkling of the blood of Jeſus is not 


Aieſigned to convey the idea of waſhing ; but 


that aſſurance of pardon, peace, and ſalvation, 
which the believer enjoys through the blood of 
Jeſus, as the blood of the new and everlaſting co- 
venant. Thus, we have boldneſs, by the blood 
of Jeſus, to enter into the holieſt of all; as the 
High prieſt entered into the moſt holy place, with 

blood, which he ſprinkled, there making an atone- 
ment. From hence, I think, it evidently appears, 


— 


chat the affertion, [that e manner of our being 


"waſhed in the blood of Chriſt, is again and again 
repreſented by ſprin#lizg] is deſtitute of any founda- 

tion in truth ; and, conſequently, that the infe- | 

rence built upon it, with reſpect to baptiſm, muſt | 
neceſſarily fall to the pune Bus, 8 


2 ) There are only two paſſages in the New 
Teſtament, where we read of wa/hing, in connec- 
tion with the blood of Chriſt; Rev. i. 5. vii. 14. 
In the latter of theſe texts, the word waſting 


cannot poſſibly mean ſprinkling; for the Greek 


word there uſed is, w.], To PLUNGE, as cloaths 


: are plunged, in waſhing ; and the Greek 5 
xranſlated waſted, in the firſt of theſe texts, nevet 


means 


a 
means to ſprinlie. What reaſon, then, is there to 
ſuppoſe,” that this waſhing was by ſprinkling? _ 
Moſt certainly, none at all. Much leſs, will it. 

afford any argument, to prove, that nn 
was em by prinkling. 


: 48 (he pe) * That batting doth not thienify 
* corporal immerſion, is, I think, plain from Luke, 
„i. 38; where it is ſaid, the Phariſees marvelled 
lat 855 did not ſs (Seck, baftize) before 
inner.“ 


| 10 is 8 from Mark vii. 2, 3, 4, 5. that 
this ba/tizing reſpected the hands only. "But that 
immerſion is the true import of the word, I make 
no doubt: and immerſion is the ſame, whether the 
ſubject of it be the whole body, or the hands only. 
--- Lightfoot ſays , that that The Jews uſed the 
« walking of the hands, and the plunging of the 
© hands ; and that the word vi wylai, W As H, in our 
3 evangeliſt, ſeems to anſwer to the former ; and 
< Banliorlat, BAPTIZE, to the latter. And Keyſ- 
ler ſays f, They plunged the arm up to the 
© elbow.” So that the baptizing before dinner, 
referred to by the Phariſees, was an immerſion in 
water; as the reaſon alſo. of the tradition news; 
| | ft, which 
3 * page 83. 5 Works, Vol. II. p · 34. 1 
4 Travels, vol. L page 34+ Edit. duodecimo. 


* 


* 


Wich was, leſt, unawares, they ſhould have 
| . youched any thing unclean in the market; and 
| 22222 — flint , 
not ſo uncommon eee as to need a traditio 
of the elders for it. But, admitting ſuch a waſh- 
ing to be intended; Can we imagine, that they 
, waſhed their hands: merely by ſprinkling or pour- 
ing a little water upon them? It is impotfible ! 
It is a mode of waſhing, which has never been 
| adopted ; and, if it were, it would prove ineffec- 
tual ; the kithineſs would fill remain: For, 
: though it is poſſible to waſh without dipping, or 
| Immerſion (which, however, is not common, with _ 
reſpect to the hands) ; yet, it is impoſſible to do it 
by mere puuring, or ſprinkling : and, therefore, 
this paſſage is ſo far from militating againſt, that 
it eſtabliſhes the true import of the word baptiſm, 
to be immerſion, whatever the ee be to | which 
; 1 e ED - 


_ 1 vi. 4. mo Elliot i ſays, #.-.4 He PEE 

% oils the apafle had no intention of proving any 
mode of baptiſm by thoſe words: Nor does he 
attempt to adduce any argument from the paſſage, 

in ſupport of either ſprinkling or pouring. To 

me, the 17 2 Hot of the text e r 


to 
Pe 55 


„„ Tb 
A es that idee: Believers are there faid; not 
only to be baptized into Chriſt's death ; but als, 
0 be daried with him, by baptiſm. Had there 


been no reſemblance of a dial, in baptiſm; I con - 


ſuch a mode of expreſſion: But, in the baptiſm 
Mr. Elliot contends for, there is no ſuch reſem- 


blance; and, therefore, that cannot be what the 
_ apoſtle alluded to; ſuppoſing it to be only an al- 
fron; when he faid---< We are Srried with him 


© by baptiſm, into death.“ Dr. Whitby, who was 


no Baprift, was fo ſtruck with the force of this 
Expreſſion, that he ſays *,--- © It being ſo expreſſy 
declared here, and Coloſ. ii. x2. that we 'are 
buried with Chriſt in baptiſm, by being buried 
5 under water; and the argument to oblige us to 


4a conformity to his death, by dying to fin, being 


I taken hence; and this immer fn being religiouſiy 
©-obſeryed by all Chriftians for thirteen centuries; 
and approved by our Church; and the change 
of it unto ſprinkling, even without any allow 
dance from the Author of this inſtitution, --- it 
« were to be wiſhed, 08 this cuſtom. might * 


Fa. 5 


© Wn fon dne of his uſing, , 

ie, (Marth, xx. 22.); it is, to me, an 
H * 
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| invincible argument, to prove, "that baptiſm is 
neither ſprinkling nor pouring; but immerſion. 


Had either of the former been the meaning 
of the word, can we ſuppoſe our Lord would 


have made choice of it, to expreſs his ſuſſer- 


ings by? Is there any analogy between the ſuf- 
ferings of Chriſt, and pouring or ſprinkling of 


water upon a perſon? Certainly, there is not. On”. 


this paſlage, Pædo- baptiſts, in general, have been 
forced to acknowledge, that baptiſm is immerſion, 


or a being overwhelmed. Poole ſays---* To be 


© baptized, is to be dipped in water; metaphori- 
« cally, to be plunged in afflition :* and Whitby 
ſays The metaphor of Saptiſm, or immerſion, in 
© waters, or being put under floods, is familiar in 
« Scripture, to ſignify a perſon overwhelmed. with 
© calamities; as, when the Pſalmiſt complains, 
that the 2waves hail gone over him, Pſal. xlii. 7; 
that he vhs come inio deep waters, Pſal, Ixix 2. 
And, in this ſenſe, Chriſt ſaith of his death - 
I have a baptiſm zo be e _ _ 

c xii. 50. | | 


i * 


When we e baptil i in this peut of view, 


every one mu be ſtruck with the beauty and pro- 


priety of the application of the word, by our Lord, 
to his ſufferings : But this is all toft, if baptiſm 


means oy thing 0 0 than immerſion, And when 


I read 


63 5 


1 read this paſſage, I am aftoniſhed,: at the affortion 
of Mr. Elliot, that, where there is no wwa/l-ng, 
there i is no Baptiſm. Our Lord's words, certainly, 
cannot be rendered I have a waſhing 1 e 
Waſhed 203th. He was immerſed ; in ſorrows ; but 2 
not waſhed with them, in any ſenſe whatever. —.— 5 
Does Mr. Elliot himſelf baptize by waſhing ? No. 

And I am fully perſuaded, that if waſhing be ef: 
ſential to baptiſm; he has never adminiſtered that 
ordinance to any one perſon, in the whole courſe : | 
of his miniſtry : For, as he ſays —— A perſon may 
© be dipped, and not waſhed; for his filthineſs may 
« ſtill remain: we may, with much more truth 

and propriety, fay---A perſon may be ſprinkled 
with water, or have it potted upon him, without 
being waſhed; for, mere ſprinkling, or pouring, 
are not whack ; nor are N ever _ 1 55 that 
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80 


e theſd W 4 think;: it is evident, 
that water · baptiſm, as commanded” by our Lord, 
and practiſed by his Gfciples, „is a proper immer: 
ſion of the ſubject in water: and that, whatever 


; op by that name, is the i invention and tradi- 1 
tion of men; and, as ſubſtituted in the room of 5/0 
Mo is deſtruCtive of, and makes void,  - | 
plain commandment and ordinance of God, 409 of 
mne Nau Chriſt: . 9113" 2 281 (r 1 PER 1 
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2 proves that to immerſe, is the preciſe 1 aning 
of the word baptize 3 ang, a4 it js a matter ef great © 
xo raed 255 N I ball engeavaut, 


Ja t 


2 


— — — — — — — — — — — > 


| 2 ar are the fame thing: 3h believe, the faſt is. 
6 ot The procife idea. ol the word imperfiqn, is, # 
=: ring 4040, bund, ov etc what 
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© below the Curlpes + E below the fun- 
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ve Judas -- He that dijpeth bis hand with me in the 


into a liquid, (as, a pen into ink, or, Jonathan's 
rod into the honey) and immediately taken out 


again; it is properly dipped. To fay it is nor, be · 


cauſe it is not covered all over, would be to con- 
wadift the common uſe of language, and the plain 


meaning of the word: and, as dipping and immer. 
fron, cpntain different ideas; fo, plunging diſſers 


from them both; as it naturally conveys the idea 


| et precipitance, or violence; e | 


or a being forced into any thing. 
| Now, E conceive, the Greek word Aer, nel 


ther means dipping nor Hunging ; ; but immerfion: © 


and fo it is generally underſtood, by thoſe who 


have written upon the ſubject; as may be ſeen by 
the numerous quotations in or. Beens eren 15 


. Hann. 


© Bacon. | 
© Immerſed in the errors. of the Church of nene 
* Addiſon 

5 It is impoſſible to have x tively tage la anorter U, 
COONS AERIE: thy enjoyments of this. 


ebe ue. 


whore u 8 ek noodle. bh 
my included. - Theſe words of aur Lord, fp 


knnen lid his hand, either in the dh, or in the | 
fond it contained. When a. part of a thing is put 


— of tings nm in mai 
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4 "Te 4s "derived. from. 3 DIP, Now! it 


laue mean TO, bir, and nothing elſe, as it cer- 

tainly does; then the derivative} ba tizo, muſt. 
| | have a different meaning: for, would it not be 
| abſurd to ſay,” that 10 dip, is derived from to dh 
8 Ted, ſo it t muſt EAI a as noe FT 


| When . 13 8 13 | 


2ell us, that baptizo means to dip, immerſe, plunge : 52 
If thoſe three words contain preciſely the ſame 


idea, two of them are ſuperfluous, 'and abſurd; - 


| becauſe, the inſtruction meant to be conveyed, 18 


as compleat and perfect without them, as with 


them: If they contain different ideas, as they 
certainly do; they muſt neceſſarily have corre. _. 
; ſponding Greek words, by which they are ex- 
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preſſed ; which, I conceive, are bapto, baptiz Te: 
and pluno: for, if ideas have not, every one of NS 


them, correſponding words, it would be impoſ- 


ſible to convey them, with any degree of cer- 


tainty. Had the Lexicographers rendered the 


that hey had miſtaken i its mean: ng. On the con- 


trary, all all would have been plain and eaſy, had 


word baptizo, either to dip, or 70 lunge, alone; 
fact, in a variety of inſtances, would have proved, 


they imply rendered it, 10 immerſe. And, lg b 


the Latin diftionaries uſe the 11 885 to I 


phe, "3p 


[5s] 
Flunge, under the word i immerga: Jes) they 3 


uſe them alone; but with ſuch additions as bew, = 


that the true idea 1 is, to cover over, or Put | 


the ſurface” of any ſubſtance; ' and not the act of 


Alpping, or Plunging * *. Baptiſm, I conceive, then, 


is not the act of dipping; but the immerſion of the | 


| Perſon baptized. This will more fully appear, 
dy attending to the uſe of the word, in various 
paſſages of the Holy Scriptures. ' We have already 


taken notice of the baptiſm-of the Tſraclites, in the 


ſea and in the cloud; of the family of Noah, in 


the ark; and of the Diſciples, in the Holy Spirit: 
and have ſhewn, that to baptize, cannot mean 1 
dip, in thoſe inſtances. We add, the word cannot 
mean 29 dip, when it is uſed of the ſufferings of 


Chriſt + : For, as Mr. Booth has ſhewn , that to 
ſubſtitute the word waſhing, pouring, or ſprinkling, | 
in the room of Baptiſm; would not only fink the 
vigorous. idea, but convey a. ſentiment foreign to 


the text; exceedingly dilute and impoveriſh the 


marvellous meaning; and render the emphatical 


and admirable text, quite ridiculous : So we may 
add, the beauty and energy. of the paſſage would 


| be ar deſtroyed, were we to render it I laue | 


a dipping 
* re key func, to n or Gn over 


head and ears. Ainſworth. FER YR 975 FG 8 . 


+ Luke, xii. 10. 
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med, till it be d 


New Teſtament, eee n 5 


. 1 
« Gipping & be dipped ui; ard ln tus I grau- 
C01 #1, 3a, hin the quite, 
compares Baptiſm to a Burial ® - it is impoſſible to 
amin the idea of dipping 3 which does not belong 


. to burials, in which the body is not dipped, but 
laid under the ſurface, and covered with the cart. 


Nor would there be ſenſe in rendering the paſſages 


| s many of us as were dipped into Teſus Chriſt, 


were dipped into his death : therefore, wwe are buried 
with him, by dipping, into death--Bnried wvith him, 
in dipping. 80 again, the word «Gn, from bapto, 
ved by the LXX. (Dan, iv. 30.) cannot mean 
dipped e for the body of Nebuchadnezzar was not 
et but covered with the dew of heaven. 


Mr. Booth has ſhewn, by trying the eperimet | 
on a variety of paſſages, what an aukward ap- 


| pearance the noble ſenſe and maſculine diction of 


Inſpiration would wear, if the word Baptiſm was 
tranſtated cither waſhing, p pocking, or prinkling: 
But when he propoſes a rendering of the fame paſ- 
ſages, ſo as to convey dignity of ſentiment and pro- 
priety of language, he entirely abandons the word 
dipping ; and in his experiment, Dy uſes 


the word iminerfioit only. 


madden | 


F ' bs 


en e N | 


kulleſt 2 i cleareſt evidence, that e, and 
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e W is the proper or. on Baan. 


In thoſe days came John the Imm#ſer, preach- 
ing in the een of Jades. | 


Then went out to him all Tudea, and v were im. 


__ of him in l 


Bue when he ſaw many of the Phariſses en. 
ko his ſon,” he faid ---- 


1 * 2 * 4 5 > % ZZ 5 z 4 


13 indeed, . you in water, unto. 


tange : but he that cometh after me, ſhall imme 


you in the Holy Ce, and fire, of 
Then cometh Jef us, from Galilee to Jordan, 


unto John, to be immerſed of him. \ 


But John forbade him; ſayings" T ave iced to 
be immerſed of thee, 


And Jeſus, 3 hikes was 33 a us 
firaightway out of the water. 


There hath not riſen a greater chan John oy 


| Immerſer.---And from the days of John. the In. 


merſer until now, che kingdom of heaven 8 


violence. 
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ed fd-- This is Jas the Immerſer © id is 
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| Give me here « John the Er. head, in wy : 
7 1 | 


„ L John the Immerſer,-----John the Inner.” | 


. 


| ; Go ye, therefore, and teach all nations; _- 
1 ; | _ mer ſing them. | | "oi . 7 
. And John did immerſe in the wilderneſs ; ; and 
. preached the immer ſion of repentance. 


, And were all immerſed of of him, in the 1 river of . 
155 Jordan. ; 


I, indeed, e you in water: bar he 3 | 
emu af you in the Holy Ghoſt. | 


 Jolus was immerſed of John, i in Jordan. f 
John the Inmerſer.-----John. the Immerſer. f 


Except they * they eat not. The im- 
JE of cups 4 ee 


Can ye drink of the cup that I drink of ? and 
de ee with the en that I am 1 
V 


ZE ; With the 1 that Ia am « ns withal, 
| Gall ye be immerſed. 


The 


85 'F 59 * 
| The innen of Joha;/ Was it from! | 
or of men? | 


o * 


| He rs, liners and | is eee, mali Gs 
red. . 


Preaching the immerfon of repentance: 


He faid to the multitude that came to be im- 
merſed of him. l 


9 hen came alſo the e to be immerſed. 


I, indeed, 3 you in water - He ſhall im- 
morſe you in the Holy hot, and fire. 


Now, hw all the 8 were immerſed; en 
came to ow that W | alſo dong OP. and 
praying. e 


4 ohn the Inmerfer, 


The publicans juſtified God, being immerſed 
with the immer /ion of John.---Bnt the Phariſees 

and lawyers, rejected the council of God againſt 
- themſelves; being not immerſed of him, 


John the Inmerſer.-----John the Immerfer, | 


= le marvelled, that be bad not ach immerſe 
before dinner. | 


Ta But 


\ 


Lee 
1 ien to be immerſed wi. 


The immer fon of John; Was it from n heaven, 
__—_. i * Ne 


Why eee thou then? 


I immerſe in water. 
Jon Fg ; where : John 1 was n 


ſame is he who immerſ#ih, in t Shell. 


"There he tarricd with them, and . 


Jas allo was 8 ng in Enon) near 8 
and they , and were W ; 


The ſame Ars and al men come to w hin. 


Je (made and immerſed more ame d. 


u eee nem . 
his diſciples, 1 4 


Taro the place where John, at fir, imme. 


_John truly immerſed in water; but ye. hall be | 
_— in the og ns, - 


£ 


| 
* ; ba w 
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——— mmer fron of fig, * 
Repent, and be immerſed, every one of you, 


They aun n the ths mer in 
nhl. 458) oe 


They were inmeyſed, both men and women. 
Simon believed ; and when he was . oy 


Only they were n in the name . "Y I 


Lord Jeſus. | 
What doth kinder i me.to ;be immerſed; , 


| And be immer in. 1 AG "pri 
After the immer or which John preached, 


Can any man forbid water, that theſe ſhould not 
be immerſed ?---And he commanded them to be 


r omert as 


John, indeed, immerſed in water; but yo n 
be inmerſed in the Holy Ghoſt, 


The immer fon of repentance: 6% - a 2 6 hay 


And viel be Was imm 
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EE: 0. 
5 ae believed, and n 5 
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is = .” Unto What, then, were ye W * And 
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they ſaid, Unto John's e | 0 


e John verily ings on vim the inmerfon of x re- 5 
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When they heard this, they were me in 
the name of the Lord _ | 


F 


Ari, _ So e 1 0 away 7 thy ; 
fins; calling on the name of the Lord. ts 


So many of us as were immerſed into Jeſus 
7 | | | Chriſt, were immerſed into his death: therefore, 


„„ Oar buried with him, by I} into death, 


Were 0 immerſed i in the name of Paul ? 


5 T bank God, that I e WY none of you, but 
TCrriſpus and Gaius; leſt any ſhould ſay, that I had 
immerſed in mine own name, And I immerſed _ 
alſo, the houſhold of Stephanas. Beſides, I know 
not whether I immerſed any other : For, Chriſt 
ſent me not to immerſe. | 


And were all ee unto 0 Moſes, in the : fn 
e and in the dend. reel 
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For by 6 one + Sit are we call inner in into one . | 
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What Wall they do, which are immerſed we the N 


dead 85 
1 many as s have been z immerſed i into Chriſt. | 
One immer ſion.” 1 : 
Buried with him i in immerſion. 
5 Of the doftrine of immerfions. 


Divers Does ons. Te 


The like figure, whereunto even inmerfon . 


5 alſo now. ſave us. 


Matth. iii. 1. Per. 57 6. v. 7. v. IT. 5. 13. v. The 
V+ 16. Xi. 11, 12. XIV. 10 2. v. 8. xvi. 14+ alſo, xvii. 13. 


XXViii. 19- 


Mark, 1 1. 4. Per. 5. VU, 1 . . 9. vi. 14, BY , ally N 


viii. 28. vii. 4. X- 38. v. 39. Xi. 30. XVI. 16. 


1 1. 25 75 26. 5 28. VU. «gu; v. 33 iii. FP, 
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Ads i. 5. Ver. 22. 3. 38. v. 41. viii. 12. 9. 13. 
v. 16. v. 36. v. 38. ix. 18. X. 37. 9. 47, 48. 


Xi. 16. iii. 24. xvi. 15. u: 33. xviil. 8. v. 25. 


XiX. 3. v. 4. v. 5. xXxii. 16. 


Nam. vi. 3, 4.—7 Cor. i. 13—17. x. 2. Xi. 13. 
xv. 29. Gal. iii. 27. —Epb. iv. 5. Col. ii. . 
Heb. vi. 2. ix. 10. f Peter, 1 iii. Ah 
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Luke, iii. [A Ver. 7. v. 12. v. 16. v. 21. vii. 28. 
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By this experiment, \ we. ion. in one view,: 1 
fem rendering of all the paſſages; which af 
fords ſo juſt a ſenſe, ſuch perſpicuity. and pro- 


priety, as, it is conceived, will carry conviction 8 


the mind of every candid and ſerious faquirer 
after truth: and I may venture to aſfirm, that 


other rendering can be adopted, with the ſame 5 


uniformity and propriety. Let the like experi- 
ment be made with the words ſerinkling, Pouring, 
waſhing, or dipping, as the true idea of Baptiſm ; 


and it is not doubted, that the conviction bf the 


impropriety. of tranſlating it by any one of thoſe 


words, will be equally ſtrong, — and render the 
evidence in favour of immerfi on, com plete and 


decifive ! ! - - | . 
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